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— The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet beneath the correspondence address- 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE ~3 "~ MONTH(S) FROM THE MAILING DATE 
OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 



- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed after SIX (6) MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, such period shall, by default, expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely, may reduce any earned patent 
term adjustment See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

□ Responsive to communication® filed on , . 

□ This action is FINAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 ; 453 O.G. 213. 



Disposition of Claims 

tfi^6Taim(s) 



/ -9 



Of the above claim(s)_ 

□ Claim(s) 

CTx5laim(s) 

□ Claim(s) 

□ Claim(s) 



is/are pending in the application, 
is/are withdrawn from consideration. 



Application Papers 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on 

□ The drawing(s) filed on 



is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 

are subject to restriction or election 
requirement 



is □ approved □ disapproved. 



is/are objected to by the Examiner 



□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
[F^The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19 (aHd) 

B^cknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9 (aHd). 
[9^il □ Some* □ None of the: 
ffl^6ertified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No 

□ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received 

in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)) 
*Certified copies not received: : ' 



Attachments) 

□ Information Disclosure Statements), PTO-1449, Paper No(s). 

KKfiotice of Reference® Cited, PT0892 

□. Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 

Office Action Summary 



□ Interview Summary, PTCM13 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-1 52 

□ Other 
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1. The oath or declaration is defective. A new oath or 
declaration in compliance with 37 CFR 1.67(a) identifying this 
application by application number and filing date is required. 
See MPEP §§ 602.01 and 602.02. 

The oath or declaration is defective because: It appears to 
be a xerox copy which has an illegible signature and date of 
execution and as such is believed to be clearly defective. 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 

35 U.S.C. § 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more 
claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards 
as his invention. 

3. Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point 
out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. More particularly, applicant's claims 
appear to contain a great number of translation related 
informalities and the like and need to be substantially revised, 
if not entirely rewritten. Some, but not all of these admissions 
are as follows: In claim 1 the phrase "sheet strip for a bond" 
is both redundant and also not understandable. In claims 3-6 and 
8 multiple embodiments are set forth in "preferably" or the like 
clauses. Claim 9 is not understandable in its revised form. 
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4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

which forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in 

this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention 
is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences 
between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention 
was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability 
shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over applicant's admissions in the 
specification beginning at page 1 and extending through the 
middle paragraph on page 2, as well as page 9, last three lines - 
page 10, lines 1 and 2, the admissions taken in view of Gergen et 
al. The Examiner essentially believes that applicant has 
admitted that the various elements of his claimed invention are 
well known, that is > stretch release adhesive tapes that can have 
a pressure sensitive adhesive based on an elastomer that has been 
modified with acids and/or acid anhydrides, with the major 
missing element being the presence of any motivation to combine 
the two into forming a genus of stretch releasable adhesive tapes 
such as applicant claims. However, the secondary reference 
discloses (note particularly column 1, lines 6-14, lines 27-34, 
column 2 lines 38-62, column 4 lines 24-32, column 5 lines 39-51, 
column 6 lines 38-50, column 7 lines 17-21, column 8 lines 40-46, 
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and TABLE 1) the fact that elastomeric block copolymers such as 
SEBS and the like are desirably modified with acid compounds or 
derivatives such as maleic anhydride and its derivatives (column 
7 lines 17-20) that result in a wide variety of desirable 
properties, particularly (column 1 lines 9-10, column 2 lines 
3 9-43, column 4 lines 29-30) desirable adhesion and appearance 
properties in the resultant articles and substrates upon which 
they are adhered. Accordingly, one of ordinary skill, motivated 
by an expectation of attaining the aforementioned improved 
performance properties taught in Gergen et al . would have no 
difficulty in substituting the acid modified or acid anhydride- 
modified elastomers taught as known on pages 9-10 of the 
specification and incorporate them into the sheet or tape 
embodiments which are also admitted by him to be old and thereby 
produce the claimed genus of adhesive articles. What other 
parameters, such as the range of proportions of the various 
elements (claims 3 and 4) and presence of further additives and 
tackifiers (claim 5) are each believed to be, if not either 
expressly or inherently disclosed, obvious optimization 
parameters to one of ordinary skill, in the absence of unexpected 
results . 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. Note also 
Korpman, Hamerski et al . and Kreckel et al . , each cited by 
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applicant in his specification, the U.S. patent application 
publication to the inventor 2002/0197470A1 , a U.S. statutory 
invention registration (SIR) to Gelles, and an English language 
Abstract of DE 3331016. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Daniel 
Zirker whose telephone number is (703) 308-0031. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday- Thursday from 8:30 A.M. to 6:00 
P.M. The examiner can also be reached on alternate Fridays. 



unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Terrel Morris, can be 
reached on (703) 308-2414. The fax phone number for this Group 
is (703) 872-9310. 



status of this application or proceeding should be directed to 
the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0661. 



If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 



Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the 



Dzirker :cdc 
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